2 RIGHTS OF MAN. 

the nation, either in whole or in part, or that it exifts any where ; 
and, what is (till more Grange and marvellous, he fays, ‘ that the 

* people of England utterly difclaim fuch a right, and that they 

* will refill the practical affertion of it with their lives and for- 

* tunes/ That men fhould take up arms, and fpend their lives and 
fortunes, ?iot to maintain their rights, but to maintain they have 
not rights, is an entirely new fpecies of difcovery, and fuited to 
the paradoxical genius of Mr. Burke. 

The method which Mr. Burke takes to prove that the .people of 
England have no fuch rights, and that fuch rights do not now exift 
in the nation, eitWr in whole or in part, or any where at all, is 
of the fame marvellous and monftrous kind with what he has al- 
ready faid ; for his arguments are, that the perfons, or the genera- 
tion of perfons, in whom they did exift, are dead, and with them 
the right is dead alfo. To prove this, he quotes a declaration made 
by parliament about a hundred years ago, to William and Mary, 
in thefe words : “ The Lords Spiritual and Temporal, and Com- 
<c mons, do, in the name of the people aforefaid, — (meaning the 
people of England then living) — “ m'oft humbly and faithfully 
4 ‘ fubmit themfelves, their heirs and poferities, for ever/' He 
quotes a claufe of another aft of parliament made in the fame reign, 
the terms of which, he fays, “bind us — (meaning the people of that 
day ) — 4i our heirs > and our pofterity , to them, their heir's and pofterity 9 
“ to the end of time/' 

Mr. Burke conceives his point fufficiently eftabliftied by producing 
thofe claufes, which he enforces by faying that they exclude the 
right of the nation for ever : And not yet content with making fuch 
declarations, repeated over and over again, he farther fays, * that 
« if the people of England poftefted fuch a right before the Revo- 

* lution, (which he acknowledges to have been the cafe, not only 
in England, but throughout Europe, at an early period), * yet that 
‘ the Englift* nation did, at the time of the Revolution, raoft fo- 

* lemnly renounce and abdicate it, for themfelves, and for all their 
4 parity , for ever / 

As Mr. Burke occafionally applies the poifon drawn from his 
horrid principles, not only to the Englifh nation, but to the French 
Revolution and the National Affembly, and charges that auguft, il- 
luminated and illuminating body of men with the epithet qf ufurpers 9 
1 fhall, fans ceremonie , place another fyftem of principles in ©ppo- 
fiticn to his. 

The Englilh Parliament of 1688 did a certain thing, which, or 
themfelves and their conllituents, they had a right to do, and which 
it appeared right fhould be done : But, in addition to this right, 
which they poftefted by delegation, they fet sip another right by 
ajfumption , that of binding and controlling pofterity to the end of 
time. The cafe, therefore, divides itfelf into two parts : the right 
which they poftefted by delegation, and the right which they fet 
up by aftumption. The firft is admitted ; but, with refpeCl to 
the fecond, I reply — 

There iievei did, there never will, and there never can exift a par- 
r ament, or any defeription of men, or any generation of men, in 
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any country, poftefted of the right or the power of binding and 
controuling pofterity to the <c end of tisneft or of commanding for 
ever how the world fhall be governed, or who fhall govern it; 
and therefore, all fuch claufes, ads or declarations, by which the 
makers of them attempt to do what they have neither the right nor 
the power to do, nor the power to execute, are in themfelves null 
and void. — Every age and generation muft be as free to ad for it- 
felf, in all cafes , as the ages and generations which preceded it. 
The vanity and prefumption of governing beyond the grave, is 
the moft ridiculous and infolent of all tyrannies. Man has no pro- 
perty in man ; neither has any generation a property in the gene- 
rations which are to follow. The parliament or the people of 
1688, or of any other period, had no more right to difpofe of the 
people of the prefent day, or to bind or to controul them in any 
fhape whatever , than the parliament or the people of the prefent 
day have to difpofe of, bind or controul thofe who are to live a 
hundred or a thoufand years hence. Every generation is, and 
muft be, competent to all the purpofes which its occafions require. 
It is the living, and not the dead, that are to be accommodated. 
W hen man ceafes to be, his power and his wants ceafe with him ; 
and having no longer any participation in the concerns of this 
world, he has no longer any authority in dire&irig who fhall be 
its governors, or how its government fhall be organized, or how 
adminiftered. 

I am not contending for, nor againft, any form of government, 
nor for, nor againft, any party here or elfewhere. That which a 
whole nation choofes to do, it has a right to do. Mr. Burke fays. 
No. Where then does the right exift ? I am contending for the 
rights of the living , and againft their being willed away, and con- 
trouled and contracted for, by the manufeript aflumed authority 
of the dead ; and Mr. Burke is contending for the authority of 
the dead over the rights and freedom of the living. There vvas a 
time when kings difpofed of -their crowns by will upon their 
death-beds, and conftgned the people, like bealts of the field, to 
whatever fucceflor they appointed. This is. now fo exploded as 
fcarcely to be remembered, and fo monftrous as hardly to be be- 
lieved : But the parliamentary claufes upon which Mr. Burke 

builds his political church, are of the fame nature. 

The laws of every country muft be analogous to fome common 
principle. In England, no parent or mailer, nor all the authority 
of parliament, omnipotent as it has called itfelf, can bind or con- 
troul the perfonal freedom even of an individual beyond the age of 
twenty-one years : On what ground of right, then, could the par- 
liam ent of 1688, or any other parliament, bind all pofterity for 
ever ? 

Thofe who have quitted the world, and thofe who are not yet 
arrived at it, are as remote from each other, as the utmoll flretch 
of mortal imagination can conceive : What poftibie obligation, 

then, can exift between them ; what rule or principle can be laid 
down, that of two non-entities, the one out or' exillence, and the 
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